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(Translation of Official Action) 

NOTIFICATION OF REASON FOR REJECTION 

, Mailed; February 6, 2004 

Indication of Case: Japanese Patent Application No. 369363/1999 
Drafting Date: February 2, 2004 

Examiner in Charge: Masashi Migita < 

It is concluded that the present application should be rejected for the following reason. 
If the applicant has any argument against the reason, an Argument must be filed within 
60 days of the mailing date of this Official Action. 

REASON: 

It is considered that the invention(s) claimed in the following claims of the present 
application should not be granted a patent under Article 29, paragraph 2 of the Patent 
Law since the subject matter thereof could have been easily made by those skilled in 
the art to which the invention pertains on the basis of the invention(s) described in the 
publication(s) mentioned below which was(were) distributed in Japan or elsewhere 
prior to the filing of the present application. 

NOTE: 

Claim 1 is rejected as being obvious over Citations 1 and 2. 

Claim 2 is rejected as being obvious over Citations 1-3. 

Claims 3-5 are rejected as being obvious over Citations 1-5. 

Re: Claims 1 and 4 

Those skilled in the art wouid have easily arrived at Claims 1 and 4 by 
employing an anti-ferroelectric liquid crystal material ha\ring a thresholdless 
voltage-transmittance characteristic (which is well-known, as in, e.g.. Citation 2) in 
Citation 1 . 

Re; Claim 2 

Citation 3 (paragraphs [0022] to [0024], and Fig. 1) discloses that the optical 
axis of a batonnet deposited from an upper electrode substrate is substantially 
conincident with the optical axis of a batonnet deposited from a lower electrode 
substrate. Those skilled in the art would have easily arrived at Claim 2 by 
employing this technique in Citation 1 . 
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Re: Claim 3 

The surface free energy of the alignment layers, which is specified in Claim 3, 
is common as that of an alignment layer of an anti-ferroelectric liquid crystal (see. for 
example, Citations 4 and 5), 

List of Citations 

1 . Japanese Patent Laid-Open Publication No. 271 903/1 996 

2. Japanese Patent Laid-Open Publication No. 328047/1996 

3. Japanese Patent Laid'Open Publication No. 3676/1994 

4. Japanese Patent Laid-Open Publication No. 43574/1 997 

5. Japanese Patent Laid-Open Publication No. 325573/1996 



Rankaround Art Information 

Field of Search; IPC 7th Edition G02F1 /1 41 

G02F1/1337 

References found; Japanese Patent Laid-Open Publication No. 294939/1 995 

Japanese Patent Laid-Open Publication No. 10320/1990 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
the applicant’s disclosure. 




